
Buz Cory 
PO Box 1153, Cooper Sta. 
New York. NY 10276 

Conmissioner Michael J. Cows 
Fedelal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

[This is partly boiletplate (used because I could not word it better) 

and partly my om ophons]. 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition 

to the FCC's adoption of a "broadcast flag". I am writmg to join them 

As a user of open-soiuce sofiware, adoption ofthe broadcast flag will 

nwm I a m  unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my 

I t u s  seen= to be a repeat of the MPAA and affiiates ongoing war to 

control when and how US citizem view +all+ cinema and broadcast media. 

In parucular, it seems to be a r e p t  of the attempt to stop c o n s m r s  

fiom recording broadcast IIV on tape of years ago. Only this rule will 

have even greater unpact than that as it will even prevent +any+ 

reception of TV for many people. 

In my own case, the +only+ way I can receive IIV is by using open-ccde 

software. I have no hardware TV set and my computer u s  only open-ccde 

software. 

Additionally, adcpnon ofthe broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many 

users of open-source software are computer programmen and "tinkerers" 

who work to improve the s o h .  Their contnbutions and constant 

innovation is what makes Ten-source software able to compete in the 
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nwketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source 

inlplementations of VSB and QAM mxldators and demodulators, preventing 

opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 

ciirnmurucations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers 

would be able to do more with television prqpmning. not less. Without 

innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are able 

to watchlV, consumers will be less inclined to invest inthe equipment 

to view digital television Therefore, the broadcast flag is lkely to 

slow adoption ofdigital television in addition to making it illegal to 

watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. 

It IS my opinion that the only people that will benefit *om this rule 

in the long run are the lowyers on both sides of the long and costly 

cout battle that is sure to ensue ifthis rule is pw into effect. 

11 is for these reasons I urge you to promote the digital television 

transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

- 
Sincerely, 

Bur Cory 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumef of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPA4 and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

John Lotti 
1332 NE Carlaby Way #I65 
Hillsboro, OR 97124 
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ib'ednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Capps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

\-L4 F.ICSIMILE 

I k a r  Commissioner Copps, 

.4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

'The digital television transition relies o n  convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and fmding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can m o d e ,  create, and participate. I can 
record Tv to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my fnend's 
,ipartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the iuove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

I k b r a  S. Blshop 
,j8:35 16th Street 
Vero Reach, FL 32960 



Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Cominunicahons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of swtching to and 
buying digital television equipment That transition w11 be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
i f  switchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays. and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie. send an emad clip of my child's football game to a dstant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flextble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioi~ 1 
urse you to promote the digital transibon by opposing the broadcast flag. 

It is time for the government to take a strong stand in support of the individual consumer rather 
than big business. 

Sincerely, 

Ted Casey 
326 Maple Street 
San Francisco, CA 94118 



Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

n1e digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my llvlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies t o  hinder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice It into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Wrege 
613 concord way Prospect Hts. 
Prospect Heights, I L  60070 



Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
L\'ashington, DC 20554 

\;IA FACSIMILE 

[)ear Commissioner Copps, 

.Q a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commlssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
h v  insking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a T V  program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettierTV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a cihzen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Michael Mnnro 
'3224 E. Laurel Creek Road 
Rrlinont, CA 94002 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be fa r  more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exlstlng home network, buylng new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the M P A A  and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dkpense w l th  a l l  my current consumer eiectronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William C. Billingsley 
8729 Edgehill Drive 
Huntsville, A t  35802 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrict the way I enJoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my llving room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transitioii 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcastflag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcastflag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Prentiss 
13791 84th Place North 
Osseo, MN 55369 



Koben Dotson 
110R Dean Street #3b 
Bro0klyn.W 11216 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join then As a user of opensource s o h u e ,  adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broatlcavr flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
proper role. Ir is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the soflware licenses or computer operating systenls 
thdt mnstmiers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm mnovation. Many users of opensource software ai-e 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their connibutions and constant 
innovation i s  what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodulatoa and &modulators, preventing open-source prognmmers from innovating in field of digtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to w a t c h n ,  consumers will be less i n c l i  to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addluon to making it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronlote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Roben Dotson 
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October 30, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

david tanner 
3942 pine tree drive 
Salt Lake City. UT 84124 
USA 



JERRY HAMILTON 
5967 SPRING CROSSING 
SAN ANTONIO. TX 78247 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Commurucations Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "brcadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regdabon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the pubhc's inmest It will prevent me kom watchng digtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability tomove the video I have recorded for personal viewing frmrcom-to-roorn and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using niy cholcr of 
sofiware on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiientlh 

Furthemre, ifcomputers m o t  freely receive digital television, how wn I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovauve devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC. which emst today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the niove to da t a l  television does not nmke the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
rxcitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prenler 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

JERRY HAMILTON 
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christy Bainter 
124 Flanders Drive 
Warner Robins, GA 3 1093 

Conmussioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Comniumcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton. D C 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me &om watching t l~g ta l  
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example. it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing &om room-to-rmm and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows usingmy choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore. if computers cannot keely receive digital television. how can 1 expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they 
were bwlt to open standards using mexpensive, oE-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre ejoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current c o n s m r  electromcs and computer 
equipment. A s  a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Christy Bamter 
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commucauons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Tariq Aftab 
#2417, 16 'A' Main 3rd Cross, HAL 2nd Stage. 
Indirauaw 
Bangalore. Kamataka, India 560008 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thotsands of American comutners have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am witing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption ofthe broadcast flag 
will niean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside I ~ S  

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use m order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer proganuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the M P A A  will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fiom innovating in field of cbyltal 
communications techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed tbat when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
telebision programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consiunen will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digml television In addition to making it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
prnnlore the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tariq M a b  

1 



Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 205.54 

Matthew T Emmett 
99 Tidemill Lane 

Hampton VA 23666 
Apt 181 

D m  Conlnussioncr Mchael J Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feden1 Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers n u t  use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source softwarz are 
computer progranurers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constililt 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nxxlulators and demodulators, preventmg opensowce programmers from movahng in field of digtal 
comniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new pro- and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew 7 Emmett 
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John Pruitt 
5415 Braesvalleyt. NS.4 
Houston. TX 77096 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal C o m c a t i o n s  Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

The decision to allow the broadcast flag will do far more harm than good 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
w~l l  mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the F(x3 stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 11s 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu conuibutions and constant 
innovation is  what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  innovating in field of digtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became. digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watchTV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addihon to m a k q  it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the &@tal television transition by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

furthermore. implementing the flag will not stop the main pirate of broadcast technology since they certain 
have the techcal  know-how to develg new ways to pirate the signals. 

Sincerely. 

John h t t  
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Jason Dusek 
61.5 N. Dubuque 
Iowa City. IA 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Conmumcations Commission 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael I. Copps: 

T h o u d s  of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadciist flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCC's place to effeaively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
t h t  consumers niust use in order to watch &gin1 television broadcast on their computers. 

AddXionaUy. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progrJmmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the sofhvare. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-some software able to compete inthe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nxxlulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addiuon to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adowon ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y . 

Jason Dusek 
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Mehul N. Sanghvi 
1271 Pawucket Blvd 
Umt #3 
Lowell, MA. 01854 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writmg to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
proper role. It IS not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systrnls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adcption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their connibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source sohare able to compete in the marketplaoe. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will baa open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators. preventing o p e n s o i m  programmers from innovating in field of &@a1 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans a s s u m a l  i h t  when television kcan= digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progrmuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able TO watch TV, consumers will be Less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malclng it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource sofiware. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mehul N. Sanghvi 
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William H Jackson 
262 Kristina Court 
Mascoutah. IL 62258 

Comssioner  Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Conmussion 
445 12th Street. Nw 
Washington. D C. 20.554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elemonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conlmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulauon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither u1 my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me kom watchng d i s t a l  
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example. I t  will restrict m y  
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e r ~ o ~ l  viewing ftom rmm-to-rmm and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using nly cholcr of' 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to farmly and friends 
Living in the nud-west, I currently watch numerous baseball games on my computer that are broadcast 
through MLB.Coni because they are not on television here in the St. Louis area. This "broadcast flag" could 
impede the way in which I access even pay services in my home area. 

Funhermore, if computers cannot fieely re~eive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use conrent in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like Ti%. ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were bwlt to open standards using inexpensive, oi+the-shelf computer parts. 

Ifthe move to distal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prctt~e~ 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equpment. As a citlzen and viewer of broadcast television I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoptionofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincere1 y . 
William H Jackson 

1 
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Thursday, Octobel- 30 2003 

Cominissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

The proposed broadcast flag will not work 

The consumer is judge, jury, and executioner. Ask Circuit City and their former Divx product 
(Not the video codec) 

I hope the MPAA IS ready for backlash from the consumer electrorucs industry when no one buys 
the new items There will be a mqor buying frenzy nght before it's enforced, followed by 
complete silence. N o  one likes when freedom is taken away from them. Especially for a problem 
that doesn't emst. 

Anyone who does not know about what is going on, will- the global Internet will alert them There 
15 always one person is each family that is "good with computers" and is sought ouf for 
itdormatton. The truth will be told of greedy corporate executives, followed by some choice curses 
Thus, a sale will be stopped The same way people are boycotting the RIAA (you t h n k  the latest 
Ion, numbers are piracy?) 

There will be hacks and cracks almost instantly if it gets passed. 

Technology can not be stopped- greedy organizations need to evolve with the Dmes, not launch 
pathetic attempts at controlling the consumer 

Sincerely. 

Ed Martucci 
280 k v e r  Rd. #47B 
Piscataway, NJ 08854 



Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Richard Sajdak Jr 
8815 Embassy 
Sterling Heights, MI 48313 



Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

[)ear Commissioner Copps, 

The broadcast flag idea assumes that the majority of consumers are criminals. This is wrong and insulting. 

Sincerely, 

1 om Kiiiney 
2401 Highway 6 east 4212 
Iowa City, IA 52240 
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Thursday. October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumes of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television eqmpment. That transition wll be far more palatable to me a s  a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my emsting home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays. and finding room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are inore expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, cl ipa small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie. send an e m i l  clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag .seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense w t h  all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
uipe you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Charles Powell 
2689 McGuffey Ct., 
Woodbndge, VA 22191 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As 3 consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The d1gita1 television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of swtching to and 
buving Qgital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my emsting home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addihoq I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcad flag. Wiih today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can moQfy, create, and 
participate. 1 can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an e m a l  clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fnend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to mgital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
tlexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
urse you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si ncerely, 

Jerome A. Solinas 
3105 Cardinal Drive 
Wedminster, MD21157 
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Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing oonsumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content --  I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Sean Jensen-Grey 
700 NW 42nd St, Suite 223 
Seattle, WA 98107 


